
2004/G090

G090-1
Section 4.6.2 presents a revised discussion of this topic.



2004/G467

G467-1
In accordance with NEPA and the CEQA regulations, the lead
Federal and State agencies have responded specifically to all
comments, both oral and written, that concern the Project's
environmental issues received during public comment periods. All
comments and responses are included in the Final EIS/EIR.

G467-2
Section 4.2.3, the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C1),
and the U.S. Department of Energy's Sandia National Laboratories'
review of the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C2) contain
revised information on the 1977 Oxnard study.

G467-3
NEPA and the CEQA do not dictate an amount of information to be
provided but rather prescribe a level of treatment, which may in turn
require varying amounts of information to enable reviewers and
decision-makers to evaluate and compare alternatives.

G467-4
Section 3.3.7.2 contains information on onshore sites that were
ranked by the California Coastal Commission(CCC), including
Rattlesnake Canyon and vicinity near Avila Beach in San Luis
Obispo County. As stated in Section 3.3.7.3, "...onshore terminals,
although potentially feasible, would neither avoid nor lessen any of
the potentially significant effects on the environment identified for
the proposed Project. Under the Deepwater Port Act, MARAD may
only consider a DWP beyond 3 nautical miles (NM) (3.45 miles or
5.56 km) from shore." See Appendix E for additional information on
the CCC LNG siting studies.



2004/G468

G468-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

G468-2
The notices for the public meetings and the information provided at
the public meetings indicated that commenters would speak in the
order that their requests were received, after elected officials and
representatives of government agencies were heard. We regret that
you were unable to stay at the meeting to provide oral testimony;
however, your submitted written comment carries the same weight
as any oral comments provided at public hearings.



2004/G394

G394-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

Section 3.3.7 contains information on this topic. The deepwater port
would be 12.01 nautical miles (14 miles) offshore and therefore
would be remote from populated areas, as shown on Figure ES-1.

G394-2
Sections 4.19.1 and 4.19.4 contain information on potential Project
impacts on minority and low-income communities and mitigation
measures to address such impacts.

G394-3
Sections 2.1 and 4.2.7.3 contain information on design criteria and
specifications, final design requirements, and regulations governing
the construction of the FSRU and LNG carriers. Sections 4.2.2,
4.2.6.1, and 4.2.7.6 discuss the threat of a terrorist attack. Section
4.11 discusses the risk of earthquakes. Section 4.2 and Appendix C
discuss the risk of accidents.

G394-4
The USCG, MARAD, and the CLSC received an application for a
deepwater port off the shore of Ventura County. The USCG and
MARAD are therefore required under NEPA to evaluate this
alternative as the Applicant's preferred alternative. The agencies
have evaluated this alternative in comparison with the other
reasonable alternatives in compliance with NEPA and the CEQA.

The EIS/EIR initially evaluated 18 locations for the FSRU as
potential locations for the deepwater port. It built on previous
California Coastal Commission studies that evaluated nearly 100
locations. Section 3.3.7 contains information on other locations that
were considered.



2004/G394

G394-5
See response to Comment 394-2.

G394-6
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a March 2006 Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under the CEQA for an additional public review period
of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.



2004/G210

G210-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G510

G510-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G469

G469-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G469



2004/G258

G258-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G246

G246-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G134

G134-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G363

G363-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G470

G470-1
Section 1.1 contains information on the purpose and scope of the
EIS/EIR. Section 1.1.1 contains information on the Deepwater Port
Act, including the determinations that MARAD must make in
approving, approving with conditions, or denying the license.

G470-2
The lead agencies are obligated to use energy forecasting
information from the Federal Energy Information Administration
(EIA) and the California Energy Commission (CEC).

Section 1.2.2 contains updated information on natural gas needs in
the U.S. Forecast information has been obtained from the U.S.
Department of Energy's Energy Information Agency. As discussed
in Section 1.2.2, the Federal EIA provides policy-independent data,
forecasts, and analyses to promote sound policy-making, efficient
markets, and public understanding regarding energy and its
interaction with the economy and the environment. Sections 1.2.2,
1.2.3, 1.2.4, 3.3.1, 3.3.2, and 4.10.1.3 contain information on the
need for natural gas, the role and status of energy conservation
and renewable energy sources, and the California Energy Action
Plan. Sections 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 address conservation and renewable
energy sources, within the context of the California Energy
Commission's 2005 Integrated Energy Report and other State and
Federal energy reports, as alternatives to replace additional
supplies of natural gas.

Section 1.2.3 contains updated information on natural gas needs in
California. Forecast information has been obtained from the
California Energy Commission. As discussed in Section 1.2.3, the
CEC's 2005 Integrated Energy Policy Report Committee Final
Report provides the energy context for California's natural gas
needs as identified in this EIS/EIR. The California Legislature
recognizes that the CEC is the State's principal energy policy and
planning organization and that the CEC is responsible for
determining the energy needs of California. These responsibilities
are established in State law (the Warren-Alquist State Energy
Resources Conservation and Development Act [Public Resources
Code, Division 15]). The analysis in Sections 1.2.3 and 3.3.2 relies
on up-to-date published material on natural gas energy demand in
California. See additional discussion of the CEC Final Report in
Section 4.10.1.3.



2004/G470

G470-3
Sections 1.2.2, 1.2.3, 1.2.4, 3.3.1, 3.3.2, and 4.10.1.3 contain
information on the need for natural gas, the role and status of
energy conservation and renewable energy sources, and the
California Energy Action Plan.

Sections 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 address conservation and renewable
energy sources, within the context of the California Energy
Commission's 2005 Integrated Energy Report and other State and
Federal energy reports, as alternatives to replace additional
supplies of natural gas.

G470-4
Section 4.2 and Appendix C contain additional and revised
information on public safety.

G470-5
To date, there has never been a large spill of LNG to water.
Conducting a large LNG spill to validate the models would result in
adverse environmental consequences. However, models are
commonly validated using experimental data. Section 2.3.4.2 of
Appendix C1 contains information on tests executed by the U.S.
Department of Energy and the calibration/verification of the Fire
Dynamics Simulator model used in the Independent Risk
Assessment. Appendix C1 provides additional information on this
topic, and Appendix C2, prepared by the U.S. Department of
Energy's Sandia National Laboratories, contains information on the
review and assessment of the models used.

The Independent Risk Assessment (IRA) has been updated since
issuance of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. The lead agencies
directed preparation of the current IRA, and the U.S. Department of
Energy\'s Sandia National Laboratories independently reviewed it,
as discussed in Section 4.2 and Appendix C.

Section 4.2.7.6 and the IRA (Appendix C1) discuss the models and
assumptions used and the verification process. Sandia National
Laboratories (Appendix C2) concluded that the models used were
appropriate and produced valid results.



2004/G470

G470-6
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a March 2006 Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under the CEQA for an additional public review period
of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.

G470-7
See response to Comment G470-5.

Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G213

G213-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G316

G316-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G189

G189-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G381

G381-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

Section 4.19 addresses environmental justice issues.



2004/G381

G381-2
As discussed in Section 1.5, notification of the Project was
published in a bilingual Spanish and English newspaper distributed
in Ventura County. Spanish translation was available at all public
meetings concerning the proposed Project, and fact sheets and
other information about the proposed Project were provided in both
English and Spanish. The notification, the October 2004 Draft
EIS/EIR, and the March 2006 Revised Draft EIR were translated
into Spanish and made available to anyone who requested them.
The Project public-access website
(http://www.cabrilloport.ene.com) contains Spanish versions of
EIS/EIR documents, as well as related information regarding the
proposed Project, LNG, the Deepwater Port Act, and the open
houses and public meetings. Comments received in Spanish have
been translated and responded to.



2004/G368

G368-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project. Similar natural gas transmission pipelines currently exist in
Oxnard and Ventura County, along with many other communities in
Southern California. Section 4.2.8 contains information on safety
requirements for pipelines. Section 4.13.1 discusses the proximity
of the proposed pipeline routes to residences and schools.

G368-2
Use of an area north of Santa Barbara for the onshore natural gas
transmission line would necessarily require a different location for
the FSRU. Section 3.3.7.4 contains information on why offshore
locations in the Santa Barbara County area were not retained for
evaluation.



2004/G530

G530-1
Sections 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 address conservation and renewable
energy sources, within the context of the California Energy
Commission's 2005 Integrated Energy Report and other State and
Federal energy reports, as alternatives to replace additional
supplies of natural gas.

G530-2
Section 1.1 discusses regulations and agencies involved in the
licensing and potential approval of the proposed Project. The
USCG and MARAD will hold a final public hearing on the license
with a 45-day comment period before the Federal Record of
Decision is issued. The CSLC also will hold a hearing to certify the
EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease.

Section 1.5 contains additional information regarding public
notification and opportunities for public comment.



2004/G286

G286-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G270

G270-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G471

Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.



2004/G471



2004/G277

G277-1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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